• Women were more likely than men to report having had experienced intimate violence across all four forms since the age of 16. The differences in relation to experience in the last year were less marked.
• Partner abuse (non-sexual) was more likely to have been experienced since the age of 16 by women (28%) and men (18%) than other forms. • In the last 12 months, however, stalking was more likely to have been experienced by both women (9%) and men (9%) than any other form.
• A half of women (50%) and a third of men (35%) who had experienced intimate violence since the age of 16 had experienced more than one type of intimate violence in that time.
• Among intimate violence victims, two in five women (40%) and almost a third of men (31%) had experienced some form of intimate abuse by offenders of more than one relationship type.
• Among victims of less serious sexual assault, almost two-thirds of women (62%) reported that the offender was a stranger. Men were more likely to report the offender as someone known to them in some way, rather than a stranger.
• Offenders of serious sexual assault against both men and women were more likely to have been reported as being known to the victim than as being a stranger.
• Marital status (especially being unmarried), being young and having a limiting disability or illness were found to be independently associated with intimate violence across the forms for men and women (it should be noted that association does not however prove causation).
The Domestic Violence, Crime and Victims Act 2004 increases the protection, support and rights of victims and witnesses, and gives the police and other agencies the tools to address domestic violence crimes. 
Prevalence
Long term trends in violent crime as measured by the BCS have shown a significant decline in the risk of being a victim of violence since its peak in 1995. In particular there have been large and significant falls in the risk of being a victim of domestic violence and of being a victim of acquaintance violence. Between 1995 and 2004/05, domestic violence has fallen by 59 per cent and acquaintance violence has fallen by 54 per cent. The findings presented in this report are based on a self-completion module on intimate violence. This contained more detailed questions about experiences of intimate violence and due to the nature of selfcompletion methods increased the confidentiality when compared to the experiences of violence measured by the main BCS questionnaire.
This chapter provides an indication of the extent of intimate violence among adults in England and Wales by looking at the percentage of adults estimated to have experienced one or more incidents of each type since the age of 16 and in the last year. Full sets of prevalence rates for the individual elements making up the categories, including definitions, can be found in Appendix Tables A.1 
Since age of 16
Across all categories women were more likely to have experienced intimate violence than men (Table A. 1; Figure 1 .1); though in relation to family abuse (non-sexual) the difference is much less marked (12% vs. 9%). 1. Unweighted bases: 13,038 for women and 10,546 for men. 2. Any partner abuse includes abuse, sexual assault and stalking by a partner, any family abuse includes abuse, sexual assault and stalking by a family member.
Among both women and men partner abuse (non-sexual) was the most commonly experienced form of intimate violence, with 28 per cent of women and 18 per cent of men having experienced one or more such incidents since the age of 16. One in five women (20%) and one in ten men (11%) had experienced non-sexual threats or force by a partner within this wider category. Just under a quarter of women reported having experienced sexual assault (23%) and stalking (23%). In respect of sexual assault, however, the level of prevalence is accounted for mostly by less serious sexual assault (22%), with serious sexual assault being much less prevalent (6%; Over a quarter of women (28%) and just less than one in five men (18%) had experienced one or more forms of abuse by a partner (non-sexual abuse, sexual assault or stalking) since the age of 16. Although these rates are similar to the rates for partner abuse (non-sexual), additional analysis shows that many victims of any partner abuse, especially women, experienced sexual assault and/or stalking by a partner. Among victims of any partner abuse, 16 per cent of women and two per cent of men experienced sexual assault and 24 per cent of women and 19 per cent of men experienced stalking by a partner since the age of 16 (Table  A. 3). Experience of multiple forms of abuse by a partner since the age of 16 was also fairly common, especially among women (see Chapter 2 -Multiple victimisation).
Twelve per cent of women and nine per cent of men had experienced any family abuse since the age of 16. Similarly, although these rates are similar to those for family abuse (nonsexual), some victims had experienced other forms; for example, ten per cent of female victims of any family abuse experienced less serious sexual assault by a family member (Table A .4) . A small minority of male and female victims also experienced multiple forms of abuse by a family member (see Chapter 2).
Given the sharp falls in domestic and acquaintance violence over the past decade, these rates are likely to be considerably lower than might have been the case had similar research been undertaken in the recent past.
In the last year
Across the types, differences in prevalence rates for intimate violence for men and women in the last year are less marked compared with experience since the age of 16. Stalking was more likely to have been experienced by men (9%) and women (9%) than any other form. About one in 20 women (6%) and men (5%) had experienced one or more incidents of any partner abuse in the last year. Three per cent of women and two per cent of men experienced any family abuse in the last year. Although these rates are similar to those for partner abuse (non-sexual) and family abuse (non-sexual), many victims experience other forms of intimate violence -and a small minority experience more than one form of violence -by a partner or a family member respectively (see Tables A.3 
Multiple victimisation
A half of women (50%) who had experienced one or more incidents of any intimate violence since the age of 16 had experienced more than one type in that time (Figure 2 .1). Although the vast majority of these (30% of all victims) had experienced two forms, four per cent of female victims had experienced all four. Men were less likely than women to have experienced multiple forms. Nonetheless, over a third of men (35%) had experienced two or more types. Partner abuse (non-sexual) + family abuse (non-sexual) 5 10
Partner abuse (non-sexual) + sexual assault 7 2
Partner abuse (non-sexual) + stalking 8 11
Family abuse (non-sexual) + sexual assault 1 <1
Family abuse (non-sexual) + stalking 2 3
Sexual assault + stalking 6 1
Partner abuse (non-sexual) + family abuse (non-sexual) + sexual assault 3 1
Partner abuse (non-sexual) + family abuse (non-sexual) + stalking 3 4
Partner abuse (non-sexual) + sexual assault + stalking 8 1
Family abuse (non-sexual) + sexual assault + stalking 1 <1 Among women who had experienced any intimate violence since the age of 16, the experience was more evenly spread across the individual forms with 17 per cent having experienced partner abuse (non-sexual) only, 15 per cent sexual assault only and 14 per cent stalking only. Four per cent had experienced family abuse (non-sexual) only, reflecting the relatively low level of this form of abuse experienced among women generally. The more likely combinations included partner abuse (non-sexual), sexual assault and stalking (8%), partner abuse (non-sexual) and stalking (8%) and partner abuse (non-sexual) and sexual assault (7%).
Multiple victimisation by partners
A significant minority of victims of any partner abuse, especially female victims, experienced more than one form of violence -partner abuse (non-sexual), sexual assault, stalking -by a partner since the age of 16 (women, 29%; men, 15%; Table A.7). Among female victims more than one in 20 (6%) had experienced all three of the forms (compared with 1% of male victims).
Multiple victimisation by family members
Victimisation from multiple forms of intimate violence -family abuse (non-sexual), sexual assault, stalking -by family members was less common than for partners (Table A.8) .
Nonetheless, among victims of any family abuse since the age of 16, seven per cent of females and three per cent of males had experienced more than one form of violence by a family member.
Victimisation from multiple offenders
Additionally, victims of one or more forms of intimate violence may have been transgressed against by more than one person. The BCS is separately able to identify where a victim has been abused by more than one offender type, according to the victim-offender relationship: partners, family members, acquaintances and strangers. Forty per cent of women and 31 per cent of men experiencing one of more incidents of any intimate violence since the age of 16 had experienced intimate violence by at least two of these offender types (Table A.6). Notes:
Victim-offender relationship
1. Percentages will sum to more than 100 due to victimisation from more than one offender.
2. Base is small therefore sampling error will be large.
Among female victims of intimate violence, less serious sexual assault was most likely to be committed by a stranger (62%). Serious sexual assault was most likely to be committed by a partner (51%), with one in five female victims reporting that a current partner, boyfriend or girlfriend had been an offender (19%). The victim-offender relationship was more evenly spread for stalking with 33 per cent of female stalking victims reporting a partner, 34 per cent someone known to the victim other than a partner or family member, and 42 per cent reporting a stranger as an offender.
Among male victims of intimate violence, less serious sexual assault was more likely to be committed by someone known to the victim other than a partner or family member (52%) or a stranger (46%). Serious sexual assault was most likely to be committed by someone known to the victim, either a partner (38%) or someone else known other than a family member (43%) and stalking was most likely to be committed by a stranger (48%).
Across the different types of intimate violence, persons in positions of trust or authority were rarely identified as offenders by either male or female victims. Acquaintances were reported
Unequal prevalence
The prevalence of intimate abuse is uneven and varies by demographic, socio-economic and lifestyle characteristics. Table A .9 gives the proportions of men and women who had experienced intimate violence (by type) in the last year by a range of characteristics. This section focuses on last year experience only, as many of the characteristics of interest will have changed for an individual since the age of 16.
Prevalence across the forms decreased relatively consistently with age. This finding is consistent with prevalence of 'all violence' as measured in the main part of the BCS (see Nicholas et al., 2005; Chapter 5 ). However, this pattern is less clear for sexual assault and stalking among men.
Although partly reflecting age, marital status was also a discriminating characteristic. In particular, being single was associated with increased prevalence of family abuse (nonsexual) among men, and all types of intimate violence among women; being separated was associated with higher prevalence rates of partner abuse (non-sexual) among men and women and stalking among men.
People who report being in poor health (especially women) or having a limiting illness or disability are also disproportionately more likely to have experienced abuse in the past year across the types. Indicators of socio-economic status such as household income, vehicle ownership, tenure type and council/non-council areas, suggest fairly consistently that higher prevalence rates of intimate abuse are associated with relatively lower levels of socioeconomic status. These findings suggest that it is the more vulnerable groups that are more likely to experience intimate violence or abuse.
There is no evidence of variations in prevalence of intimate violence by region of residence or by ethnic background in this sample. This may be due to small sample sizes in the individual groups and these findings should be treated with caution.
This analysis does not take into account the possible interrelations between the various characteristics. Multivariate analysis (logistic regression) was therefore undertaken to identify which characteristics were related to experience of intimate violence in the past year independently of other factors (full results are detailed in Tables A.10 to A.16).
Multivariate analysis
The results show that a range of characteristics were related to experience of intimate violence in the past year independently of the other factors tested. For the purposes of the following discussion a factor associated 'strongly' with intimate violence is defined as contributing at least one per cent improvement in the model. Multivariate analysis could not be undertaken in relation to sexual assault among men due to small cell sizes.
In order of strength, characteristics associated independently and strongly with experience of intimate violence in the past year are shown here. Characteristics that related independently to all or most types of intimate violence regardless of sex included marital status (particularly being unmarried), being young and having a limiting illness or disability.
Marital status is independently associated with all four types of intimate violence for men and women (Tables A.10 to A.16), and is strongly associated with all types except stalking among men. Notably, among married women, the odds of intimate violence are low for all four forms when other factors are taken into account. Women and men who are separated or divorced have especially increased odds of having experienced intimate violence across the forms, in particular partner abuse (non-sexual) and sexual assault among women (more than three times those of married women, Tables A.10 and A.16). The relationship of marital status to experience of intimate violence is likely to be complex. For example, divorce or separation may have occurred following abuse (e.g. non-sexual partner abuse) or it may be a precursor to it (e.g. stalking).
Age is independently associated with all types of intimate violence except stalking, and being aged under 45 is associated strongly with partner abuse (non-sexual) among men, family abuse (non-sexual) among men and women, and sexual assault among women. The analysis shows that this is not a factor of the living arrangements of younger people or certain lifestyle factors (since the influence of tenure, marital status and frequency of visiting pubs for example was controlled for in the multivariate model). Age is the strongest factor associated with family abuse (non-sexual) among men.
The effects of age and marital status are especially marked for sexual assault. Single, separated or divorced women and the youngest women -those aged from 16 to 24 -have almost four times the odds of having experienced sexual assault in the last year than married women and women aged from 45 to 59 respectively.
Having a limiting illness or disability is independently associated with all types of intimate violence for men and women (Tables A.10 to A.16), and is strongly associated with family abuse (non-sexual) among men and women and stalking among men. Women who have a limiting illness or disability have three times greater odds of experiencing family abuse (nonsexual) than women who do not (Table A. 12). Among men, the odds are two times greater (Table A. 13). These findings support previous research. Lovett et al. (2004) found a significant minority of a sample of sexual assault victims had a disability, which they interpreted as indicating a vulnerability to sexual assault among people with disabilities. A study in Michigan, USA, (Milberger et al., 2002) showed that women with physical disabilities were more likely to have experienced domestic abuse when other socio-demographic factors were taken into account. The authors suggest this is because, particularly where there is a dependency on others for care, people with disabilities are among the most isolated in society. Dependency on care can create stress in the caregiver. Along with the physical disability itself, cognitive or communication impairment making speaking out or taking action against abuse less likely, dependency for care could mean doing so would additionally risk the victim losing their essential support provided by the carer.
Additionally, frequency of visiting pubs has an independent, if weaker, association with partner abuse (non-sexual) and stalking among men and women and sexual assault among women; more frequent visits are associated with increased odds of experiencing these forms of intimate violence. The relationship between frequency of visiting pubs and experience of intimate violence is likely to be complex. However, these findings underline the existing body of research which highlights the role alcohol may play -whether directly or indirectly -in sexual assaults (Finney, 2003a; Scott-Ham et al., 2005) and intimate partner violence (Finney, 2003b) .
Despite these commonalities, there are some important differences. The odds of women having experienced partner abuse (non-sexual) are increased among those who are single compared with married, whereas being single is not associated with higher prevalence rates for this form of intimate violence among men. Prevalence among women is also increased where there are children in the household, but not among men (and not for other forms of intimate violence). This is consistent with findings from the 2001 self-completion BCS, and may indicate reluctance of women experiencing abuse by a partner to break up the family (Walby and Allen, 2004) .
Where the type of area (inner-city, urban or rural) in which people live is independently associated with intimate violence it is only weakly so. Nonetheless, in each of these cases those living in inner-city areas are least likely to have experienced intimate violence when other factors are controlled for. Men living in urban areas are at increased risk of partner abuse (non-sexual). Men and women living in urban or rural areas have greater odds of experiencing stalking than those living in inner-city areas. 1. Columns sum to more than 100 due to individuals experiencing more than one form of abuse.
Additional tables
Women Men Notes:
1. Columns sum to more than 100 due to individuals experiencing more than one form of abuse.
1. 'Other known' refers to any offender known to the victim except partners or family members. Notes:
1. Where percentages do not sum to 100 this is due to rounding. Notes:
1. Where percentages do not sum to 100 this is due to rounding.
Since age 16 2. * indicates a statistically significant difference from the average.
1. The bases given are correct for non-sexual partner violence. The bases for the other measures presented will be similar though not identical to these due to different rates of 'don't know' responses and refusals to the relevant questions. 2. Variables highlighted in bold are those that are considered strong predictors (contributing at least 1% improvement in the model). 2. Variables highlighted in bold are those that are considered strong predictors (contributing at least 1% improvement in the model). 1. Forward stepwise logistic regression. * Significance < 0.05; 'ns' not significant. The variables highest qualification achieved, household vehicle ownership, council/non-council area, household tenure, children in the household, and employment status were tested but did not come out in the model: these were not statistically significant independent predictors. The variable level of local physical disorder was excluded from this model as the large number of missing cases was affecting the model.
29

Methodological notes
The British Crime Survey (BCS) is a large-scale nationally representative survey of adults aged 16 and over living in private households in England and Wales. The main purpose of the BCS is to provide a trend measure of crime that includes incidents not reported to or recorded by the police. The BCS includes a main measure of domestic violence which is asked of all respondents who take part. However, in the 2004/05 survey a computerised self-completion module on intimate violence was included; this contained more detailed questions and also increased the confidentiality. A nationally representative sample of 24,498 men and women aged from 16 to 59 completed the module. The overall response rate for the survey was 74 per cent and, among those eligible to complete the self-completion module (those aged from 16 to 59) for the intimate violence module it was 82 per cent.
The BCS has previously included self-completion modules on intimate violence in 2001 (partner abuse (non-sexual), sexual assault and stalking), 2000 (sexual assault), 1998 (sexual assault and stalking) and 1996 (partner abuse (non-sexual)). However, except where specified, comparisons between findings from the 2004/05 BCS and earlier years should not be made due to differences in the treatment of 'don't know' or 'don't wish to answer' responses, and due to differing response categories and category definitions. For comparisons between 2001 and earlier years see Walby and Allen (2004) .
The 2004/05 intimate violence module was not designed to enable repeat victimisation, incidence rates or numbers of incidents to be estimated across the different intimate violence types. For a general indication of repeat victimisation, incidence rates and numbers of incidents for partner abuse, sexual assault and stalking see Walby and Allen (2004) .
For more information on the BCS and to access all available BCS publications see www.homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/bcs1.html.
Definitions
'Partner' is defined as a current or former spouse, boyfriend or girlfriend. Throughout this report prevalence measures relating to abuse by a partner include in the base those respondents who have never had a partner. 'Family' is defined as any family member other than a partner including 'your parents, your children, your brother or sisters or any other relative'. Throughout this report prevalence measures relating to abuse by a family member include in the base those respondents who report they do not have any family. Self-completion: in 2004/05 the intimate violence module was asked only of respondents who were able to complete the self-completion section without assistance from the interviewer. Weighting: all BCS percentages presented are based on data weighted to compensate for differential response. Tables and charts show the unweighted base which represents the number of people interviewed in a particular group. 'No answers' (missing values) such as 'don't know'/refusal responses are excluded from bases unless otherwise specified. '<1' indicates a value of less than 0.5 but not zero. 'n/a' indicates that the question was not applicable or not asked in that year. ' -' indicates there were no cases in the sample. Statistical significance is reported at the five per cent level.
